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BEFORE THE

| LLI NOI S COMMERCE COMM SSI ON

| LLI NOI S COMVERCE COMM SSI ON
On Its Own Moti on

_VS_
AMEREN | LLI NOI' S COVMPANY d/ b/ a
Ameren Illinois
Reconciliation of revenues

coll ected under Rider EDR with the
actual costs associated with
energy efficiency and
demand-response pl ans.

Reconciliation of revenues

coll ected under Rider GER with the
actual costs associated with

nat ural gas energy efficiency

pl ans.

Springfield,

Tuesday, March 21

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

DOCKET NO.
11- 0341

I[11inois

2012

Met, pursuant to notice, at 2:00 p.m

BEFORE:

MR. LARRY JONES, Adm ni strative Law Judge

SULLI VAN REPORTI NG COVMPANY, by
Carla J. Boehl, Reporter
CSR #084-002710
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APPEARANCES:

MR. MARK W. DEMONTE

JONES DAY
77 West Wacker, Suite 3500
Chi cago, Illinois 60601

Ph. (312) 782-3939

(Appearing via teleconference on
behal f of Ameren Illinois

Conpany)

MS. KRI STI N MUNSCH

MS. CHRI STI E HI CKS

Citizens Utility Board

309 West Washington, Suite 800
Chi cago, Illinois 60606

Ph. (312) 263-4282

(Appearing via teleconference on
behalf of the Citizens Utility
Boar d)

MR. JOHN SAGONE

MS. NI COLE LUCKEY

Office of General Counsel

160 North LaSalle Street, Suite C-800
Chi cago, Illinois 60601

Ph. (312) 814-2908

(Appearing via teleconference on
behal f of Staff wi tnesses of the
II'1inois Commerce Conm ssion)

MR. M CHAEL R. BOROVI K

Assi stant Attorney Gener al

Public Utilities Bureau

I11inois Attorney General's Office
100 West Randol ph Street, 11th Fl oor
Chi cago, Illinois 60601

(Appearing via teleconference
on behalf of the People of the

State of Illinois)
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W TNESS

(None)

(None)

Il N DE X

DI RECT  CROSS

REDI RECT

RECROSS

EXHI BI TS

MARKED

ADM TTED
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PROCEEDI NGS

JUDGE JONES: Good afternoon, | call for
heari ng Docket Number 11-0341. This is titled in
part Illinois Commerce Comm ssion on its own notion
versus Anmeren |llinois Conmpany d/b/a Ameren Illinois,
reconciliation of revenues collected under Rider EDR
and reconciliation of revenues collected under Rider
GER with actual costs associated with the efficiency
pl ans.

At this time may we take the
appearances orally for the record? |In doing so, you
need not restate your business address and phone
number or spell your name unless any of those things
have changed or unless you sinply prefer to do that.
We will start with the appearance or appearances on
behal f of Ameren Illinois Conpany.

MR. DE MONTE: Good afternoon. This is Mark
DeMonte on behalf of Ameren Il linois.

JUDGE JONES: Thank you. Other appearances?

MS. LUCKEY: On behalf of the Staff of the
II1inois Commerce Comm ssion, Nicole T. Luckey and

John L. Sagone.
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JUDGE JONES: Thank you. Other appearances?

MS. YU: On behalf of the Office of the
Il1linois Attorney General, Cathy C. Yu and Karen L.
Lusson.

JUDGE JONES: Thank you. Are there any other
appear ances?

MS. MUNSCH: Yes. On behalf of the Citizens
Utility Board, Kristin Munsch.

JUDGE JONES: Thank you. Are there any other
appearances?

(No response.)

Let the record show there are not.

In terms of filing since we |ast met,
it appears that the nmost recent testimony filing on
e- Docket was direct testimny of the Illinois
Commerce Comm ssion Staff. s there further

scheduling to be proposed at this tinme?

MR. DE MONTE: Yes, Your Honor. This is Mark
DeMonte. The company has discussed with the other
parties and we have agreed to collectively propose a
filing date for company rebuttal on May 16 with a

status hearing to foll ow. And presently | understand
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May 30 or the 31st in the afternoon works for the
parties, if it would work for Your Honor.

JUDGE JONES: All right. One monment .

(Pause.)
Those dates | ook pretty good. Did
you have a preference?

MR. DE MONTE: | believe two o' clock p.m would
be a preference.

JUDGE JONES: Do you have a preference as to
whi ch of those two days?

MR. DE MONTE: | do not. | don't know if
anyone el se does.

JUDGE JONES: Anyone else want to weigh in on
t hat ?

MS. MUNSCH: CUB does not, Your Honor.

JUDGE JONES: All right. Two o'clock on May 30
woul d be avail abl e. Does anyone have a problem with
the two o' clock part of that?

(No response.)
Let the record show they do not.
Are there any objections or

clarifications with regard to anything el se that
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M. DeMonte recited as part of that proposed
schedul i ng?
(No response.)

Let the record show there are no
objections at this tinme.

Let the record show that the
schedul i ng proposed on the record by M. DeMonte is
approved. The status hearing date that is part of
that is May 30 at 2:00 p.m with participation by
tel ephone to be permitted.

MR. DE MONTE: Thank you, Judge.
JUDGE JONES: Do the parties have anything el se
for today's status hearing before we conclude it?
(No response.)

Let the record show they do not.

At this time then our thanks to
M. DeMonte for circulating the call-in number. This
status hearing is concluded, and in accordance with
t he above scheduling this matter is continued to a
status hearing May 30 at 2:00 p. m

(Wher eupon the hearing in this

matter was continued until May

23



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

30, 2012, at

Springfield,

2:00 p.m

Il 1inois.)

n
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